Power, Andres (MYR) 


Subject: 

Attachments: 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 


Hussey, Deirdre (MYR) 

Friday, July 13, 2018 4:08 PM 

Elliott, Jason (MYR); Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (BOS); Bruss, Andrea (BOS); Power, Andres 

(MYR); marjan.philhour@gmail.com; PJ Johnston 

Fwd: Chronicle story on Building 606 

SFDPH response to Chronicle 7 13 18.pdf; ATT00001.htm 


Deirdre Hussey 
Director of Communications 
Office of the Mayor 
415-554-7734 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Kagan, Rachael (DPH)" < rachael.kagan@sfdph.org > 

Date: July 13, 2018 at 6:06:35 PM EDT 

To: "Hussey, Deirdre (MYR)" < deirdre.hussev@sfgov.org >, "Quetone, Tal (ADM)" 
< tal.quetone(5>sfgov.org > 

Subject: Chronicle story on Building 606 

Here is the DPH response to the Chronicle's questions about Building 606 at the Hunters Point Shipyard. 
It is going to them today. 

Also, FYI, from Twitter today: 

Radioactive waste. Poisonous chemicals. And plans for massive development. In Toxic, a new 
@sfchronicle podcast, reporters @cdizikes and @ifagone explore the fate of former Navy bases in San 
Francisco & beyond. Launching a week from today. Trailer: 

https://itunes.apple.com/us/podcast/trailer/idl407405223?i=1000415223947&mt=2 


Rachael Kagan 

Director of Communications 

San Francisco Department of Public Health 

101 Grove Street 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

415 554-2507 

415 420-5017 cell 











San Francisco Department of Public Health 

Barbara A. Garcia, MPA 
Director of Health 


City and County of San Francisco 
London N. Breed 
Mayor 

SFDPH Response to San Francisco Chronicle 

July 13, 2018 

Dear Jason and Cynthia, 

We have thoroughly reviewed and researched the questions you sent on June 27 regarding the 
history of Building 606 at the Hunters Point Shipyard. We have identified subject themes that the 
questions fell into, and we are providing responses based on those themes. 

1. The relationship of Building 606 to the Shipyard cleanup and restoration 

2. The condition of Building 606 and the health and safety of occupants 

3. Background on the role of the San Francisco Department of Public Health in the Shipyard 
cleanup and restoration and Building 606 

***=i==i=>lc**=t:*=i:*****H!***H==l=H:***=t:***************=t=*=i==H*******=C*=t:*** : i=*H:*****^ ! |:=|!*=H 

1. The relationship of Building 606 to the Shipyard cleanup and restoration 

At the top, we woul d like to clarify a misapprehension that seems to run through several questions. 

• Building 606 does not contain hazardous materials and, therefore, is not part of the Navy’s 
cleanup and restoration of the Hunters Point Shipyard. The Navy cleanup activities in other 
parts of the Shipyard do not expose police employees who work in that building to hazards. 
This is a fundamental misunderstanding that we wanted to clear up. 

• Your questions seem to suggest that the mere presence of hazards elsewhere at the Shipyard 
or under the ground result in exposure and therefore risk to the occupants of Building 606. 
That is not accurate. 

• The suggestion that the ongoing cleanup activities at the Shipyard pose a health risk to 
Building 606 occupants is mistaken. Navy documents about Building 606 and nearby areas - 
specifically the Building 606 Finding of Suitability to Lease (FOSL), reports of former 
buildings 503, 507 and 508, detection of chemicals and radiation in soil, and the summary of 
results of the Navy’s Human Health Risk Assessment (HHRA) appropriately identify known 



1 



San Francisco Department of Public Health 
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Director of Health 
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London N. Breed 
Mayor 

areas in the vicinity of Building 606 that are part of the Navy remediation effort. However, 
this information does not equate to an increased cancer risk for the occupants of Building 
606. 

The purpose of the FOSL is to document why the building is statable for lease, that the uses 
contemplated for the lease are consistent with protection of human health and the 
environment and that the Navy is committed to continuing its remedial action at the Shipyard 
property. The FOSL identifies conditions and rules for safe occupancy of the area. In order 
to explain why the occupants are safe, it is necessary to explain hazards, exposure and risk. 

There are hazards at the Shipyard due to Navy industrial activities in the past that created 
contamination. The Navy \s cleanup and restoration entails identifying and removing the 
hazards. 

The Navy’s cleanup is required by the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA). It requires the Navy to take all remedied action 
to protect human health and environment before it transfers the property. It also requires 
' the Navy to determine, as it did in the FOSL for Building 606, that any leased property is 
safe for its intended uses. Two of the steps in the CERCLA remediation process are the 
sampling of chemical/radiological contamination and risk modeling. 

The Navy’s risk modeling is a mathematical tool for planning what areas need restoration. 
The risks cited in your questions are from the models used to assess whether there might be a 
risk in the future if all of these conditions are present: 

1) a particular chemical or detection of radiation (a hazard) were left in soil after transfei at 
the levels detected during the Navy investigations; 

2) the chemicals/radiation are distributed uniformly in the area being studied (e.g. the size of 
a residential lot); and 

3) a population of humans were to ingest, inhale or have skin contact with that soil (have an 
exposure) every day for 30 years. 

These risk models are a key part of the restoration (CERCLA) process. They inform where 
cleanup will take place. But they are not applicable to determining risk to the occupants of 
Building 606. The calculated risk numbers do not represent an individual's cancer risk. Nor 
do they apply to any past or present population. 
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For example, you cited Navy calculated cancer risks for detections of radium-226 and 
cesium-137 near former buildings 507 and 508. The cited risks near these two buildings are 
either underneath the asphalt within the Building 606 leased premises or outside the lease 
premises behind a fence. The occupants of Building 606 have no exposure to the dirt with 
these detections, so there is no risk. 

In 2016, the EPA issued a formal Fact. Sheet (document # 100005373) about the Building 
606 area and other areas of the Shipyard that are leased by the artists. The EPA reviewed 
existing information and concluded that all the tenants, including those at Building 606, are 
safe from exposure and therefore not at risk. 

In summary, Building 606 is safe because occupants are not exposed to hazardous 
substances and therefore not at risk. 


2 . The condition of Building 606 and the health and safety of occupants 

Building 606_ is safe fop occupants. 

• Building 606 was built in 1989, long after the radiological activities at the Shipyard had 
concluded. Construction of Building 606 entailed the excavation of soil down to 5.5 feet 
below the building, placing of a foundation, and constructing a brand new building on top. 

• The Health Department’s industrial hygienists assigned to the Police Department received 
and followed up on employee concerns about health and safety that were typical of issues 
found in buildings that had been unoccupied, as Building 606 was for several years prior to 
Police taking occupancy. In every case, the building was found to be safe. 

• It is very important that the past and current occupants of Building 606 know that they were 
and are safe, and that there is no evidence of exposure to health hazards related to the 
Shipyard cleanup in that building. Because there is no exposure, there is no risk. 

3. Background on the role of the San Francisco Department of Public Health in the 
Shipyard cleanup and restoration, and Building 606 
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The Health Department plays two roles at this location , 

1 - Shipyard Cleanup and Restoration 

The mission of the San Francisco Department of Public Health (SFDPH) is to protect and promote 
health and well-being for all in San Francisco. SFDPH supports the City’s voter approved mandate 
for “timely development ” of the Hunters Point Shipyard and Candlestick project (Proposition G 
2008). This new development will add approximately 12,000 housing units - a third of which will be 
affordable. Before the housing can be developed on the land, the Navy, as required by CERCLA, 
must complete the cleanup and restoration under the oversight of three regulatory agencies. US 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), California/EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control 
(DTSC) and the San Francisco Bay Area Regional Water Quality Control Board (SFRWQCB). As 
each parcel is complete, the Navy writes a Finding of Suitability for Transfer that all three 
regulatory agencies must concur with before the land is transferred to the San Francisco Office of 
Community Investment and Infrastructure (OCII). 

An SFDPH Environmental Engineer has been assigned to this project since 1993, during the Navy 
restoration and the redevelopment by Lennar/Fivepoint on transferred land. SFDPH reviews 
information from the Navy and the regulatory agencies and helps to verify that the restoration and 
transfer will continue to protect public health. In addition, once the property transfers, SFDPH 
implements Article 31 of the San Francisco Health Code to ensure that the redevelopment is done in 
a safe manner, consistent with all federal and state regulatory requirements. 

2 - Building 606 Health and Safety 

SFDPH assigned an Industrial Hygienist (IH) to support the San Francisco Police Department’s 
(SFPD) employee health and safety since 1997. While some City Departments have their own 
industrial hygienists, City departments like SFPD that do not typically engage in industrial-type 
activities often seek assistance from SFDPHfor employee safety issues. The IH was based at 
Building 606for many years, where they investigated any concerns raised by SFPD employees 
there. The IH also reviewed Navy information about the restoration work, with guidance from the 
Environmental Engineer. The IH also supported SFPD employees at other sites. 

Industrial hygiene is the science of protecting and enhancing the health and safety of people at the 
workplace. Health and safety hazards cover a wide range of chemical, physical, biological and 
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ergonomic stressors. The role of an Industrial Hygienist (IH) is to anticipate, recognize, evaluate 
and control those hazards. They are professionals dedicated to the well-being of the workers. 

Your questions cover some of the investigations that were conducted by the IH assigned to Building 
606. In every case, the building was found to be safe. Both the Environmental Engineer and the 
Industrial Hygienist held meetings for the SFPD employees to address concerns and answer 
questions. The Health Department is committed to the health and safety of all San Francisco 
residents and visitors, and has worked diligently to ensure that the occupants of Building 606 are 
safe. 

Additional information in response to questions about Building 606 health and safety 

The Building 606 lease provides important information 

SFDPH was not a party to the Building 606 lease. However, it is important to understand that the 
lease contains restrictions on the use of the lease area and notices about the Navy’s ongoing 
investigations, cleanup and restoration surrounding the area. Those restrictions and notifications 
are part of the lease terms and contribute to everyone’s (including the future tenants) knowledge 
and understanding that assure the safety of the tenants. 

The Industrial Hygienists were assigned to support SFPD employees 

From 1997 to the present nine Industrial Hygienists (IHs) have been assigned to the San Francisco 
Police Department (SFPD) at Building 606. During this period, eight of the nine IHs assigned to 
SFPD left their assignments at Building 606for a variety of reasons: 


• Received promotions to new positions within CCSF 2 

• Accepted a position in the private sector 1 

• Released during their probationary period 2 

• Accepted a position with the Federal Government 1 

• Bumpedfrom the position as a result of layoffs 1 

• Service retirement 1 

• Currently serving the assignment 1 


The role of the IHs assigned to Building 606 was and continues to be the investigation of health and 
safety concerns reported by SFPD employees on site, to evaluate potential risk to health and safety, 
and to recommend corrective actions as needed at Building 606. 

There are no records of any of the IHs assigned to Building 606 requesting a transfer. 
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Scanning Building 606_ for radigtipn jbund_ no exposure, test was appropriate 

The purpose of the monitoring conducted by the first Industrial Hygienist, Hillary Stoermer, as 
documented in her May 19, 1997 report, was to determine if there was a presence of radiation in 
Building 606 that presented a health hazard for the occupants. Her survey was not designed to 
address soil remediation or site cleanup activities being conducted by the Navy or contractors at 
Hunters Point Shipyard. 

Measurements taken during the 1997 survey indicated that radiation was not present in Building 
606. 

The method selected to monitor for the presence of radiation in the building M>as a direct-reading 
Victoreen Thycic VSurvey Meter (model 190) with a Geiger-Muller (GM) tube (pancake style 
probe). This type of instrument is widely used for radiation surveys because of its portability and 
ease of use as a field meter. The instrument also has a wide operating range of 1 micro-Roentgen 
per hour to +1 Roentgen per hour. With the GM tube, the meter was able to detect possible 
radiologic emissions at Building 606, including gamma radiation, as well as alpha and beta 
particles. In addition, the pancake style GM probe is ideal for detecting very low radiation levels 
caused by materials deposited on surfaces, potentially present in settled dust at Building 606 if 
radiation had been present. The Victoreen 1920 was the appropriate instrument for the general 
survey performed by Ms. Stoermer on May 19°', 1997. 

The Ochi memo is a best practice 

For clarification it should be noted that Mr. Ochi's December 3, 1997 memo M>as a "lessons 
learned" document that listed issues addressed by the SFDPH as it worked with the San Francisco 
Redevelopment Agency (SFRA) and SFPD on Building 606. This document represents a best 
practice to ensure that such issues coidd be avoided in the future if the City and County of San 
Francisco (CCSF) were to take the responsibility and occupancy of other buildings on the Hunters 
Point Shipyard site. 

In response to employee concerns, Mr. Ochi and his predecessor identified several issues to be 
addressed (indoor air quality, drinking water, dust control, building maintenance, site infrastructure 
and physical security). 



San Francisco Department of Public Health 

Barbara A. Garcia, MPA 
Director of Health 


In addition to his comprehensive assessment of the identified issues, Mr. Ochi offered robust 
recommendations that were implemented from 1997 and have continued as needed to the present. 
Identifying potential issues, assessment ofpotential hazards, and providing recommendations for 
corrective actions as needed is the function of the Industrial Hygienist. 

Communication was freguent and well documented 

In 1997, Mr. Ochi increased communication with the Navy, its remediation contractors, and shared 
his findings with onsite SFPD employees, SFPD Command Staff and SFRA via written activity 
updates and verbal communication. He participated in meet and confer sessions with SFPD 
Command Staff and the Police Officers Association (POA) to address all safety concerns reported 
by onsite employees. Mr. Ochi also started the Building 606 Safety Committee to create a forum for 
people at Building 606. 

In addition to regular memos and reports, SFDPH staff conducted in-service presentations to 
respond to specific employee concerns. SFDPH IHs maintained an office at Building 606 and were 
available to respond to employee concerns. A review of the documents generated by the nine IHs 
assigned to Building 606 indicates that when concerns were raised, they were investigated, 
characterized by type via sampling or observation, and recommendations (when needed) for 
corrective actions were provided. The record also shows communication with SFPD employees, 
their on-site captain, SFPD Command Staff and SFRA. 

From 1997 up to the present, investigation and sample results indicated that there were no 
appreciable health risks for employees working in Building 606. 

The drinking, water was tested, and not dangerous 

In response to onsite employee concerns regarding drinking water (tap water) at Building 606, 
Industrial Hygienists took samples and issued reports from 1997 to 1999. The water was always 
found to be safe. The issue was resolved by the flushing ofpipes, which is recommend in buildings 
that have not been usedfor a period of time, as was the case when the SFPD took occupancy of 
Building 606. 

Here is a brief chronology: 
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• February 1997 - SFPD moves in to Building 606 

• March 6, 1997 — water samples collected by IH in response to employee concerns 
Sample results did not exceed Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) established by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 

• March 24, 1997— report entitled "Drinking Water Sample Results, Building 606, Hunters 
Point Shipyard" concluded that "drinking water at building 606, Hunters Point Shipyard, 
does not pose a health hazard to any employees drinking it, and does not appear to have 
been impacted by surrounding contaminated groundwater." 

• April 1, 1998 - memo regarding water quality at Building 606provided a chronology> of 
water sampling activity)from March 1997 through January 1998. Although results indicate 
potable water supplies contained various contaminants, subsequent investigation indicated 
that the presence of these contaminants could be attributed to the piping and water systems 
at Building 606, which had not been flushed at the time of SFPD occupancy in February 
1997. 

• Note: During this same period the Navy also provided advisories to all HPS tenants 
regarding potential for lead in the base-wide water supply that was attributed to standing 
water in long unused water systems (approximately six years) onsite. Recommendations 
included letting the water from taps run 30 seconds before drinking or cooking when faucet 
has not been usedfor over six hours. 

• April 15, 1997—additional water samples collected to determine whether bacteria was in the 
water supply at Building 606. Sample results were negative for bacteria in the water supply. 

• April 30, 1997 - bottled water provided to Building 606 to respond to ongoing employee 
concerns, even though the tap water was deemed safe for consumption. Bottled water 
provision continued to present day. 

• June 10, 1997 - Department of Public Works plumbers recommended that the piping and 
water systems at Building 606 be completely flushed. 

• June 1997 — water samples collected by the IH 

• July 1997 — water samples collected by the SF Water Department 

• August 1997 — water samples collected by the SF Water Department 

• September 1997 - water samples collected by IH 

• October 1997- water samples collected by IH 

• January 1998- water samples collected by the SF Water Department. 

• September 28, 1999- water samples collected by IH. The sample results did not exceed any of 
the MCLs established by the EPA. These results suggest that flushing the pipes and 

water systems at Building 606 was the appropriate corrective action. 


8 



San Francisco Department of Public Health 

Barbara A. Garcia, MPA 
Director of Health 


City and County of San Francisco 
London N. Breed 
Mayor 

• November 5, 1999 - summary memo to the Chief of SFPD, the IH wrote "It is believed the 
increased water usage since moving in has "flushed" any impurities out of the system." 

Based on the conclusions of the sample data collectedfrom 1997 through 1999, the IHs assigned to 
Building 606 determined that no short term or long term health risks were associated with use of the 
water at Building 606. These findings were shared with onsite employees and SFPD Command Staff 

Dust M>as studied qnd_ found to be safe , information was readily ayailable 

In 2006 and 2007, the SFDPHIH was addressing the air quality concerns of police employees 
prompted by the excavation of the bedrock and soil on the Parcel A hilltop. That work increased the 
amount of mud and dust on the roads that the SFPD employees traveled on to get to work. 

SFDPH’s Environmental Engineer’s role included ensuring that Lennar, the developer on Parcel A, 
was complying with dust control requirements in their SFDPH approved Article 31 Dust Control 
Plan (DCP). Those requirements are best practices for construction. On several occasions, Lennar 
was issued Notices of Violation and the violations were corrected promptly by Lennar. 

During this time period, air monitoring by the SFDPH IHwas an added precaution to verify to the 
employees that the area was safe. The memos written by the IH indicate that the IH was keeping the 
employees informed. 

In addition, the Navy held regular community meetings that were widely advertised. Both the IH and 
the Environmental Engineer received notices about those Navy meetings and it was a usual practice 
for meeting notices to be posted in Building 606 so SFPD employees were aware of them. The Navy 
also distributed their contact information and regularly encouraged any interested party to send 
their email address so that they could be added to the Navy's email distribution to receive notices of 
the Navy community meetings. 



The 20J_8 sewage system repair workwas done with Tetratech fraud_ in mind 

Prior to repairs to the sewer system behind Building 606 in 2018, SFDPH’s Environmental 
Engineer assisted the Navy and SFPD in planning for the repairs and asked the same questions you 
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are asking. The parties worked together to review the concerns about the Tetratech fraud in light of 
the sewer project. 

The Navy cmd SFDPH conducted a field visit with SFPD and their construction crew on December 
7, 2017 for the new excavation to verify that it was at least five feet away from any of the trenches 
and backfill near Building 606 that will be reinvestigated as part of the Navy’s commitment to redo 
the work that was improperly conducted by Tetixitech. Regulatory guidance for another non-Navy 
HPS excavation project required excavations to be at least five feet distance from the trenches 
where Tetratech had conducted work. 

Note: In documents that were released to you (in July 2018), there are emails and figures that 
demonstrate how all parties reviewed specific evidence about the areas where the previous 
excavations were cut by Tetratech near Building 606, to make certain the new excavation happened 
at a safe distance from the older Tetratech excavations. 

In summary, based on all the reviews SFDPH has conducted and the independent sampling 
conducted by the SFDPH IH, it is safe for employees to occupy Building 606. The building’s safety 
was also attested to by the EPA in its 2016 Fact Sheet, mentioned above. 

Sincerely, 



Rachael Kagan 

Director of Communications, San Francisco Department of Public Health 

Cc: Dr. Tomas Aragon, San Francisco Health Officer 
Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney 
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Power, Andres (MYR) 


From: 

Sent: 

Subject: 


Lane, Jackie <Lane.Jackie@epa.gov> 

Monday, June 18, 2018 12:39 PM 

U.S.. Navy's Draft Hunters Point Naval Shipyard Parcel G Work Plan - Public Comment 
Period is from June 15, 2018 to August 15, 2018 
Parcel_G_RAD_WorkplanFactSheet_Jun2018a.pdf 


Attachments: 


Dear HP Community Members: 

Below is a web address to the U.S. Navy's Draft Hunters Point Naval Shipyard Parcel G Work Plan and I have also 
attached the Parcel G Radiological Work Plan fact sheet. In addition, I have added Parcel G reference documents below 
as well. 

Draft HPNS Parcel G Work Plan, June 2018 

https://www.bracpmo.navv.mil/content/dam/bracpmo/california/former naval shipyard hunters point/pdfs/all docu 

ments/environmental documents/radiological/Draft%20HPNS%20Parcel%20G%20Work%20Plan June%202018.pdf 

I would like to point out that there is a public comment period noted in the attached fact sheet from June 15, 2018 to 
August 15, 2018. Comments should be submitted in writing no later than August 15, 2018 to: 

Derek Robinson, HPNS BRAC Environmental Coordinator 

Department of the Navy 

BRAC Program Management Office West 33000 Nixie Way, Bldg. 50, 2nd Deck San Diego CA 92147 
derek.i.robinsonl(5)navv.mil 

If you would like assistance in understanding this draft report, please take advantage of the independent 
resource services of Dr. Kathryn Higley, community technical liaison radiological expert. She can be reached at 
(571) 737-7063 or at kathryn.hiqlev@oregonstate.edu 

Reference documents from DTSC's web site for Parcel G : 

2009 Parcel G Record of Decision 

https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/final documents2?global id=38440004&doc id=5012135 

Parcel G - Explanation of Significant Difference to the Final ROD 

https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/final documents2?global id=38440004&doc id=60413527 

Parcel D Revised Feasibility Study and Risk Assessment (which includes Parcel G) 
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/final documents2?global id=38440004&doc id=5000672 

Parcel G report documents can be located on the following DTSC web page: 
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/profile report?global id=38440004 

Sincerely, 

Jackie Lane 

EPA Community Involvement Coordinator 
(415) 972-3236 














Power, Andres (MYR) 


From: 

Sent: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Power, Andres (MYR) 

Monday, May 14, 2018 12:24 PM 
Letter from Mayor to EPA & Navy 
Mayor Farrell Letter to EPA & Navy.pdf 


Good afternoon Supervisors, 

Attached, please find a letter addressed to the Navy and the USEPA regarding the Hunter's Point Shipyard. 

Thank you, 

Andres 

Andres Power 

Senior Advisor 

Office of Mayor Mark Farrell 

415-554-6591 




Office of the Mayor 

SAN FRANCISCO 


Mark Farrell 
Mayor 



Enrique Manzanilla, Director 
Superfund Division 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 

Pacific Southwest - Region 9 

Mail Code SFD-1 

75 Hawthorne Street 

San Francisco, CA 94105 

Laura Duchnalc, Director 

BRAC Program Management Office 

Naval Facilities Engineering Command - West 

Building 50, Suite 207 

33000 Nixie Way 

San Diego, CA 92147 


Re: Request for Assurances that Current Residents of the Hunters Point Shipyard is Safe for 
Residential Use 

May 14, 2018 

Dear Mr. Manzanilla & Ms. Duchnak: 

As the Mayor of San Francisco, my constituents’ safety is my number one concern and prime 
responsibility. We are aware of the many recent news articles concerning allegations of 
fraudulent conduct and misrepresentations by Tetra Tech, a contractor hired by the Navy to 
investigate and perform radiological remediation at the Hunters Point Shipyard. I write today to 
request assurance from both of your agencies that Shipyard areas where our constituents are 
currently living, working, and raising families is safe for human activity, as we have been 
previously assured over the past many years. 

Between years of public assurances by federal agencies and recent news reports conflicting these 
assurances, the public is now uncertain about the condition of the soil beneath their feet. We 
understand that the Navy and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency have concluded that 
there is no threat to the safety of residents currently living on the Shipyard based on past 
evaluations, yet questions continue to be raised by the public. 

Both the U.S. EPA and the Navy have the jurisdiction and responsibility to reconfirm the safety 
of occupied areas. The City and our development partners depend upon your agencies to 
accurately reflect the safety of the land. Hence, we request that the Navy and U.S. EPA 
undertake an independent reevaluation of the occupied areas of the Shipyard to assure us that 
they pose no health threat to the people living and working there. We request this reevaluation 
not be performed by Tetra Tech. If the Navy and U.S. EPA do not believe that a reevaluation is 


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 200 
San Francisco, California 94102-4681 
Telephone: (415)554-6141 


needed, we are requesting a detailed explanation as to why no further evaluations is needed in 
light of the Tetra Tech allegations. 

Thank you for sharing our commitment to safety, and we look forward to your prompt response. 
Sincerely, 

Mark E. Farrell 

Mayor, City & County of San Francisco 



Navy Base Realignment and Closure (BR AC) Program 
http: //www. bracpmo. navy .mil 


Hunters Point Naval Shipyard (HPNS) 
Environmental Cleanup • 

Bus Tours • 

Saturday, September 8, 2018 

Meeting Location: The Storehouse 
451 Galvez Avenue, San Francisco 94124 

First Tour at 9:00 a.m.* 


Advance reservations required. 

Go to 

www.surveymonkey.com/r/Sep2018em 
to reserve your seats now! 


SCAN WITH 
SMARTPHONE 


*Space limited to 57 people per tour. 

A second tour will open once the first bus is full. 
All tours are seated tours from inside the bus. 


NAffiAC 
















Sun, Selina (MYR) 


From: Sun, Selina (MYR) 

Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 2:55 PM 

To: Yoseph, Ashur (DPW); Leu, Lihmeei (ADM); Khaw, Lynn (ADM) 

Subject: RE: July 2018 Monthly Meeting 


Thank you! 

Selina Sun 

Director of Scheduling 

Office of the Mayor 

City and County of San Francisco 

www.sfgov.org I selina.sun(5)sfgov.org 


From: Yoseph, Ashur (DPW) 

Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 2:11 PM 

To: Leu, Lihmeei (ADM) <lihmeei.leu@sfgov.org>; Sun, Selina (MYR) <selina.sun@sfgov.org>; Khaw, Lynn (ADM) 
<lynn.khaw@sfgov.org> 

Subject: July 2018 Monthly Meeting 

Below are some of the project issues and milestones. Please let me know if you need additional information. 

o Yerba Buena Island 

o Street Improvement Permit (SIP) issued on 5/31/ 2018. 
o Forest Road detour work started, 
o Existing water tank demo permitted, 
o New pump station permitted. 

• Treasure Island 

o Final Map: BOS meeting 9/4/2018. 

o Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP): design of new WWTP is ongoing; permit at DBI for the 
demolition of the concrete structures/buildings associated with the existing WWTP, 
o Continue to demo the existing structures. 

® Pier 70 

o Record of Survey: Needed by August 7, 2018. 

o Transfer Map: needed by September 2018. Cannot create CFDs until the Transfer Map is 
issued. 

o Tentative Subdivision Maps: Needed by November 2018. 
o Final Map and PI A: Needed by end of 2018. 

o Request from Forest City: FC is willing to hire and pay for firms to work for BSM to quickly 
provide needed staffing while BSM is going through the process of hiring permanent 
employees. 

® Hunters Point Shipyard 


l 




o Phase 1 - Hillside: Lennar to begin horizontal and vertical construction on Hillside in the fall 
after California Department of Public Health scan is complete. Start in Fall 2018 
o Phase 2: 

0 Re-entitlement complete. Mayor signed ordinances last week. 
m Development on hold until re-testing is completed. 

• Candlestick Point 

o Alice Griffith grand opening -Fall 2018 

o Candlestick Point retail center on hold, waiting on new development program from FivePoint. 
Expect FivePoint to re-engage city by end of 2018. 

o OCII to begin horizontal construction on the next phases of Alice Griffith and below market rate 
housing next year. 

• Mission Bay: Worked with SFMTA to expedite the installation of stop signs at 16 th and Illinois Streets, 
as requested by the adjacent businesses at 409 and 499 Illinois St. 

• General: SFPW is in the process of hiring two people to assist SFPW ADA Coordinator, Kevin Jensen. 


Ashur 


Ashur J. Yoseph 

Infrastructure Development Program Manager 

Office of Economic and Workforce Development 

City Hall, Room 338 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PL 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

415.554.7005 Direct | 415.269.7438 Mobile 

www.oewd.org 
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Sun, Selina (MYR) 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


McCaffrey, Edward (MYR) 

Tuesday, August 07, 2018 4:53 PM 
Power, Andres (MYR) 

Request for Briefing on Hunters Point Shipyard Cleanup (8/13/18 at 2:00pm in SF) 


All, 

Mayor London Breed has asked for an in-person briefing on work related to the ongoing cleanup in the Hunters Point 
Shipyard. The briefing will take place on Monday, August 13 th , from 2:00pm - 3:00pm, at City Hall in San Francisco. We 
ask that you be prepared to provide an update on your work in this area, discuss steps that have been taken to date, and 
objectives in both the short and long term moving forward. 

Please RSVP as soon as possible as to whether you will be able to attend or not. 

Date: Monday, August 13 th , 2018 
Time: 2:00pm - 3:00pm 
Location: City Hall, Room 201 

Address: 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PI., San Francisco, CA 94102 

Best, 

Eddie 


Edward McCaffrey 

Manager, State and Federal Affairs 
Office of Mayor London N. Breed 
City and County of San Francisco 
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Sun, Selina (MYR) 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Sun, Selina (MYR) 

Tuesday, July 24, 2018 5:28 PM 
Elliott, Jason (MYR) 

RE: Hunters Point Event 


Great thanks. 

Selina Sun 

Director of Scheduling 

Office of the Mayor 

City and County of San Francisco 

www.sfgov.org I selina.sun(5)sfgov.org 


From: Elliott, Jason (MYR) 

Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 5:22 PM 

To: Sun, Selina (MYR) <selina.sun@sfgov.org> 

Subject: Re: Hunters Point Event 

Yes. Coordinate w Andres 


Jason Elliott 
Chief of Staff 
Office of the Mayor 
San Francisco, CA 
(415) 554-6603 

On Jul 24, 2018, at 5:09 PM, Sun, Selina (MYR) < selina.sun@,sfgov.org > wrote: 
Is this okay to schedule with the attendees? 


Selina Sun 

Director of Scheduling 

Office of the Mayor 

City and County of San Francisco 

www.sfgov.org I selina.sun(5)sfgov.org 


From: Power, Andres (MYR) 

Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 3:29 PM 

To: Bruss, Andrea (MYR) < andrea.bruss(5)sfgov.org > 

Cc: Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (MYR) < mawuli.tugbenvoh@sfgov.org >; Elliott, Jason (MYR) 
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< iason.elliott(5)sfgov.org >: Hussey, Deirdre (MYR) < deirdre.hussey(S)sfRov.org >; Sun, Selina (MYR) 
< selina.sun(5)sfgov.org > 

Subject: Re: Hunters Point Event 

I’ll organize 

Andres Power 
Policy Director 
Office of the Mayor 

On Jul 24,2018, at 3:24 PM, Bruss, Andrea (MYR) < andrea.bruss@sfgov.org > wrote: 

She is confirmed for the tour and I would echo the need for a briefing prior. 

From: Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (MYR) 

Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 3:16 PM 

To: Elliott, Jason (MYR) < iason.elliott@sfgov.org >: Hussey, Deirdre (MYR) 
< deirdre.hussev(5)sfgov.org >: Bruss, Andrea (MYR) < andrea.bruss(5)sfgov.org >: Power, 
Andres (MYR) < andres.power(5)sfgov.org >; Sun, Selina (MYR) < selina.sun(a)sfgov.org > 
Subject: Re: Hunters Point Event 

Can we get MLB briefed on this before later this week or before this tour is 
confirmed? Nadia has already reached out for a meeting. City Attorney and 
possibly Barbara Garcia should join as well. 


From: Elliott, Jason (MYR) 

Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2018 12:06 PM 

To: Hussey, Deirdre (MYR); Bruss, Andrea (MYR); Power, Andres (MYR); Tugbenyoh, 
Mawuli (MYR); Luong, Susanna (HRD) 

Subject: Hunters Point Event 

Just got a call from Dan Bernal - they're thinking of doing an event at the 
shipyard on Tuesday 7/31 in the morning (9am-llam appx). Pelosi, Navy, EPA, 
CADPH, MLB and Malia Cohen would all be invited. Briefing + tour + press. 
Highlight all the pressure the elected have put on the agencies to re-test. 

Nothing confirmed yet, flagging for your awareness. 


Jason Elliott 
Chief of Staff 
Office of the Mayor 
San Francisco, CA 
(415) 554-6603 


2 



